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316-316 SEVENTH STREET

Sale of White Dresses

Suitable for Confirmation
- and May Processions

TIMELY sale in our Children’s Department—
just at the season when mothers are buying con-
: firmation and May procession dresses for the

little ones.

These garments are especially well

made, of excellent quality material, and represent unusual

values.

$5.00 DRESSES NOW...........$3.08

White Lawn Dresses,

made with long panel of

embroidery down front, skirt with embroidery inser-

tion and fine tucks: high neck and 34 sleeves.

6 to 14 years.

Sizes

$7.00 DRESSES NOW...........$4.08

Dainty Dresses of fine Persian lawn, with low
neck and short kimono sleeves: made with rows of
German val insertion from neck to waist in back and

front: skirt trimmed with

at waist with Dorothy ribbon bows.

years. B

insertions of lace finished
Sizes 6 to 14

$8.00 DRESSES NOW. .. ........$5.08

Handsome Dresses of fine lingerie mull, with
front of fine tucks and val insertion, square neck,
forming yoke of fine lace; bretelles over shoulder;
short sleeves trimmed with lace: ribbon sash.

OTHER DRESSES

UP TO.....%$20.00

Other -Handsome Dresses of net, mull and Per-
sian lawn, tastily trimmed in fine laces and embroid-
cries. Every one is an extraordinary value at the price
which we have marked them for tomorrow. '

BON MARCHE,

314-316 7th St.

$15 Trimmed
$20 Trimmed
$25 Trimmed
|| $30 Trimmed
H $35 Trimmed
$40 Trimmed
$50 Trimmed
I $75 Trimmed

Stinemets

I© Street, Corner Twelfth.

- Trimmed Hats
| at Half Price

—This reduction applies to all of our
exclusive creations in Spring Milinery ex-
H cept Panamas and Sailors.

|

$7.50
$10.00
$12.50
$15.00
$17.50
$20.00
$25.00
$37.50

Hats,
Hats,
Hats,
Hats,
Hats,
Hats,
Hats,
Hats,

STINEMETZ, F Street, Corner 12th

| —and you demand
tinctiveness you will

| If $4 is your
. price for oxfords
|

| They disprove the fallacy that Rich’s
| exclusive styles are high priced.
| Other grades up to $7.

B. RICH’S SONS, |

Ten-one F St., Corner Tenth. !

fashions of real dis- I'
find Rich’s $4 grade
—of black calf, III
patent leather
and tan Russia
—in a splendid I
assortment of
styles — will
suit your ideas
admirably. |

_..._._IL

—

NEW CRUISING LAUNCH.

Recent Additon of the Mutt to Local

Pleasure Craft.

A recent addition to the fleet of pleas-
ure craft owned at this city is a hand-
some dead-rise hull launch belonging to
John and Samue! Kidd, which went into
gervice a few dayvs ago. The new craft is
26 feet long. 7': feet beam and 3 feet
deep. She is of the open type, but later
in the season will be covered by a canopy.
The little craft is equipped with a five-
horsepower engine that gives her good
speed, and on a trial trip she made a
run from the foot of Half street, on the

}astern branch. to Rliver View, a dis-
tance of about twelve miles, in an hour
and twenty minutes. The launch, which
was bullt for the pleasure of its owners,
will be used in cruising on the Potomac,
and during the summer she will make
trips to Colonial Beach and other salt
water reserts. ‘The new craft has been
@ven the name “Mutt,” in honor of the

big member of the firm of Mutt & Little
Jeff, so well known to readers of The
Star.

.

Romance ;nd Drama,

There has been no more versatile con-
tributor to our Sunday Magazine Prize
Story Compeititon than 1. J. Beeston,
one of the comparatively new English
fictionists. His flrst contribution, vou re-
member, was “The Count’'s Hand,” one of
the most sensational tales we ever print-
ed, and one of the best in the contest. In
our next Issue he has another aspirant
called ''Christina.”” It is of an entirely
different character than *“The Count's
Hand,” having nothing whatever to do
with war, France-Prussian 4r other, bu}
belng one of the most dramatic love
stories we have ever published. Tt's lt-
e:ary quality is on an exceptionally high
plane.

The Lynchburg, Va., Confederate Me-
morial Association has decided to hold
the annual Confederate memorial ex-
ercises May 30 this year, instead of
June 16.

OLL TROUST IS OUTLAWED
BY U. 5. SUPREME COURT

Given Six Months in Which to Wind Up Its
Affairs and Go Out of Business.

Common Law Rule of “Reasonableness’” Is Read
Into Statute in Opinion Handed Down
by Chief Justice White.

| straint of trade.

months.

particular cases.

. VITAL POINTS IN STANDARD OIL DECISION.

| The United States Supreme Court holds:
That the Standard Oil Company is a monopoly in re-

That the corporation must be dissolved within six

Corporations whose contracts are “not unreasonably re-
strictive of competition” are not affected.

Other great corporations whose acts may be called into
question will be dealt with according to the merits of their

The court was unanimous as to the main features of the
decision, Justice Iarlan dissenting only as to a limitation of
the application of the Sherman anti-trust law. |

down by Chief Justice White.

Holding the Standard Oil Company of New Jersey to be a
combination in restraint of trade under the Sherman act, the
Supreme Court of the United States afirmed the decree of the
lower court dissolving that corporation.
court was sustained in all essential particulars, being modified only
in minor instances, one of which was to extend from thirty days
to six months the time in which the dissclution shall be made.

The decision of the court was announced in an opinion handed

The action of the lower

It was practically a unanimous

opinion of the court, since the dissent of Justice Harlan went only
to the extent of the application of the Sherman act.

Yesterday's opinion of the Supreme
Court in the Standard Oil case is declared
to be of far-reaching importance in that
it draws for the first timme a distinction
between trusts and combinations which
are in “unreasonable’” restraint of trade
and those which are not. It was upon
this point that Justice Harlan took issue
with the court, claiming that the court
was writing into the statute a limitation
which Congress had repeatedly refused to
recognize.

The <Chief Justice’'s opinion covered
about 25,000 words,

It was 4 o'clock before he commenced
to announce a synopsis of the oplnion,
which he did without notes. The court-
room was crowded with distinguished
members of the bar, including many sen-
ators and representatives.

Chief Justice White's opinlon, after
pointing out the immense volume of evi-
dence which had been taken in the cause,
covering a period of forty years and re-
lating to innumerable business transac-
tions, states the decree of the court be-
low, which was in favor of the govern-
ment, finding the existence of the con-
spiracy, that it was a combination in re-
straint of trade in violation of the first
section of the act and an attempt to mo-
nopolize and a monopolization in viola-
tion of the second section.

True Meaning of Sections.

Pointing out that the true significance
of the first section, forbidding ‘‘every
contract, combination in theé form of trust
or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint
of trade or commerce,’”’ is involved in fix-
ing the meaning of the words “in re-
straint of trade,’’and that the true mean-
ing of the second section forbldding at-
tempts to monopolize or monopolization
of trade or commerce, etc., involved fix-
ing accurately the meaning of the words
monopolize or attempt to monopolize as
emploved in that section, and that the
plvotal words in both sectlons take their
origin in the common law, the opinion re-
views the meaning of those words in that
system. As to the common law, the
opinion says:

*‘Generalizing these considerations, the
gituation is this:

“1. That by the common law monop-
olies were unlawful because of their re-
striction upon individual freedom of con-
tract and their injuryv to the public.

““2 That as to necessaries of life the
freedom of the individual to deal was
restricted where the nature and character
of the dealing was such as to engender
the presumption of intent to bring about
at least one of the Injuries which it was
deemed would result from monopoly—
that is an undue enhancement of price.
“3. That to protect the freedom of con-
tract of the individual not only in his
own Interest, but principally in the in-
terest of the common weal, a contract of
an indlvidual by which he put an un-
reasonable restraint upon himself as to
carrying on his trade or business was
vold. And that‘:at common law the evils
consequent upon engrossing, etc., caused
those things to be treated as coming
within monopoly and sometimes to be
called monopoly. and the same considera-
tions caused monopoly, because of its op-
eration and effect, to be brought within
and spoken of generally as impeding the
due course of, or belng in restraint of
trﬂ.dei

Tended to Develop Trade.

*“From the development of more accy-
rate economic conceptione and the
changes in conditions of society it came
to be recognized that the acts prohibited
by the engrossing, forestalling, etc., stat-
utes did not have the hn.rmful tendency

which thev were presumed to have when
the Ilegislation concerning them was
enacted, and therefore did not justify the
presumption which had previously been
deduced from them, but, ocn the con-
trary, such acts tended to fructify and
develop trade. y

“It is remarkable that nowhere at com-
mon law can there be found a prohibition
against the creation of monopoly by an
individual. This would seem to manifest
elther consciously or intultively a pro-
found conception as to the inevitable
operation of economic forces and the
equipoigse or balance in favor of the pro-
tection of the rights of individuals which
resulted—that is to say, as it was
deemed that monopoly in the concrete
could only arise from an act of sovereign
power, and such soverelgn power being
restrained, prohibltions as to individuals
were directed not against the creation
of monopoly, but were only applied to
such acts in relation to particular sub-
jects as to which it was deemed if not
restrained some of the consequences of
monopoly might result. After all, this
was but an instinctive recognition of the
trulsms that the course of trade could
not be made free by obstructing it and
that an individual’'s right to trade could
not be protected by destroying such right.

Freedom of Contract.

*From the review just made it clearly
results that outside of the restrictions
resulting from the want of power in an
individual to voluntarily and unreason-
ably restrain his right to carry on his
trade or business, and outside of the want

of right to restrain the free course of
trade by contracts or acts which im-
plied a wrongful purpose, freedom to con-
tract and to abstain from contracting and
to exercise every reasonable right inci-
dent thereto became the rule i the Eng-
lish law. The scope and effect of this

freedom to trade and contract is clearly,

-

shown by the decision in Mogul! Steam-
ship Company agt. McGregor (1801), A.
C. 26. While it is true that the decision
of the house of lords in the case In
question was announced shortly after the
passage of the anti-trust act, it serves
reflexlyv to show the exact state of the
“aw in England at the time the anti-
trust statute was enacted.”

Reviewing the law In this country. the
Chief Justice's oplnion said:

“Without going finto detail and but
very briefly surveying the whole tield, it
may be with accuracy sald that the
dread of enhancement of prices and of
other wrongs which it was thought
would flow from the undue limitation
on competitive conditlons caused by con-
tracts or other acts of indlividuals or
corporations, led as a matter of public
policy to the prohibition or treating as
fllegal all contracts or acts which were
unreasonably restrictive of competitive

conditions, either from the nature or
character of the contract or act or
where the egurrounding eircumstances

were such as to justify the conclusion
that they had not been entered into or
performed with the legitimate purpose
of reasonably forwarding personal in-
terest and developing trade, but on the
contrary were of such a character as to
give rise to the infepénce or presumption
that they had been entered into or done
with the intent to do wrong to the gen-
eral public and to limit the right of in-
dividuals, thus restraining the free flow
of commerce and tending to bring about
the evils, such as enhancement of prices,
which were considered to be against pub-
lie policy.

‘It is equally true to sayv that the sur-
vey of the legislation .in this country on
this subject from the beginning will
show, depending as it dild upon the eco-
nomic conceptions which obtained at the
time when the legislation was adopted or
judiclal decision was rendered, that con-
tracts or acts were at one time deemed
to be of such & character as to justify
the inference of wrongful intent which
were at another perlod thought not to be
of that character.”

Intent of the Law.

Concerning the first and second sections
of the statute, the opinion said:

‘“In view of the common law and the
law in this country as to restaint of trade
which we have reviewed and the illumi-
nating effect which that history must
have under the rule to which we have
referred, we think it results:

‘ta) That the context manifests the
fact that the statute was drawn in the
light of and with the express purpose of
making it conform to the existing prac-
tical conception of the law of restraint
of trade because it groups as within that
class not only contracts which were in
restraint of trade in the subjective sensc,
but all contracts or acts which theoreti-
cally were attempts to mounopolize, vet
which in practise had come to be con-
sidered as in restraint of trade in a
broad sense.

“(b) That in view of the manv new
forms of contracts and combinations
which were being evolved from existing
economic conditions, it was deemed es-
sential by an all embracing enumeration
to make sure that no form ouf contract
or combination by which an undue re-
straint of interstate or foreign commarce
was brought about, could save such re-
straint from condemnation. The statute
under this view evidenced the intent not
to restraln the right to make and enforce
contracts, whether resulting from com-
bination or otherwise. which did not
unduly restrain Interstate or forelgn
commerce. but to protect that commerce
from being restrained by methods
:r!:ether loltd :;r new, which would constl:
ute an interference that {s -
el t is an undue re

“(c). And as the contracts or -
braced in the provisions were nota:::r::;—
ly defined, since the enumeration ad-
dressed itself simply to classes of aots
those classes being broad enough to em:
brace every conceivable contract or com-
bination which could be made concerning
trade or commerce or the subjects of such
commerce, and thus caused any act done
anvwhere in the whole fleld of human ac-
tivity to be illegal {f in restraint of trade,
it inevitably follows that the provision
necessarily called for the exercise of Judg-
ment, which required that some standard
should be resorted to for the purpose of
detemll_nlng whether the prohibitions con-
talned in the statute had or had not in
any given case been violated.

Standard of Reason.

“Thus. not specifying, but indubitably
contemplating and requiring a stand-
ard, 1t follows that it was intended that
the atandard of reason, which had been
applied at the common law and in this
country im dealing with subjects of the
character embraced by the statute, was
intended to be the measure used for the
::l:::le of determining whether in a

case & particular act bad or had
mot brought ahout the Wrong against
whlel the statute provided.

And a consideration of the text of the
second section serves to establish that ft
was intended to supplement the first and
to make sure that by no | ible guise
could the public policy embodied in the
first section be frustrated or evaded. The
prohibitions of the second embrace ‘every
person who shall monopolize, or attempt
to monopolize, or combine or conspire
with any other person or persons, to
monopolize any part of the trade or com-
merce among the several states, or with
forelgn nations, * ®* * ' By reference
to the terms of section 8 it is certain
that the word person clearly implies a
corporation as well as an individual.

““The commerce referred to by the words
‘Iin part,’ construed in the light of the
manifest purpose of the statute, has both
a geographical and a distributive signifi-
eance, that is, it includes any portion of
the Unpited States and any one of the

classes of things forming a part of inter-
state or foreign commerce.

“Undoubtedly, the words ‘to monopo-
lize’ and ‘monopolize’ as used in the
section reach every act bringing about
the prohibited results. The ambiguity.
If any, is involved in determining what
is Intended by monopolize. But this
ambiguity is readily dispellad in the light
of the previous history of the law of re-
straint of trade to which we have re-
ferred and the indication which it gives
of the practical evolution by which mo-
nopoly and the acts which produce the
same result as monopoly, that is, an un-
due restraint of the course of trade, all
came to be spoken of as, and to be, in-
deed, synonymous with restraint of trade.

Intent of Second Section.

“In cother words, having by the first
section forbidden all means of montpoliz-
ing trade, that is, unduly restraining it
by means of everyv contract, combination,
etc., the second section seeks, {f possi-
ble, to make the prohibiticns of the act
all the more complete and perfect by em-
bracing all attempts to reach the end
prohibited by the first section, that is,
restraint dJf trade, by any attempt 10
monopolize, or monopolization thereof,
even although the acts by whicih such
results are attempted to be brought about
or are brought about be not embraced
within the general enumeration of the
Arst section.

“And, of course, when the second sec-

{tlon is thus harmonlzed with and made,

an It was intended to he, the comple-
ment of the firxt, it becomea obvious
that the criferia to be resorted to iIn
any given case for the purpose of ns-
certaining whether violations of the
section have been committed, is the
rule of reason, guided by the estah-
lished law and by the pinin duty to
enforce the prohibitions of the act and
thus the public policy which its restric-
tions were obviously eamcted to sub-
serve.

““And it is worthy of observation, as we
have previously remarked concerning the
common law, that although the statute
by the comprehensiveness of the enu-
merations embodied in both the first and
second sections makes it assiduously cer-
tain that Its purpose was to prevent un-
due restraints of every kind or nature,
nevertheless by the omisslon of any di-
rect prohibition against monopoly in_ the
concrete it indicates a consciousness that
the freedom of the individual right to
contract when not unduly or improperly
exercised was the most efficlent means
for the prevention of mounopoly. since the
operation of the centrifical and centri-
pedal forces resulting from the right to
freely contract was the means by which
monopoly would be inevitably prevented
.f no extraneous or sovereign power im-
posed it and no right to make unlawful
contracts having a monopolistic tendency
were permitted. In other words, that free-
dom of contract was the essence of free-
dom from undue restraint.'

Coming then to consider the contentions
that the construction thus given to the
statute, although it may he reasonable,
is erroneous, because the text says every
contract or combination, etc., and there-
fore _leaves no room for judgment, but
exacts the simple duty of applyving the
statute to everyv case within its literal
language, the opinion says:

Where the Error Lies.

“The error involved lles in assuming the
matter to be decided. This is true because
as the acts which may come under the
clasges stated In the first section and the
restraint of trade to which that section
applies are not specifically enumerated

or defined, it is obvious that judgment
must in every case be called into play
in order to determine whether a particu-
lar act i® embraced within the statutory
classes, and whether, if the act is within
such classes, its nature or effect causes it
to be a restraint of frade within the in-
tendment of the act.

“To hold to the contrary would require
the conclusion either that every contract,
act or comhination of any kind or nature,
whether it éperated as restraint on trade
or not, was within the statute, and thus
the statute would be destructive of all
right to contract or agree or combine
in anv respect whatever as to subjects
embraced In Iinterstate trade or com-
merce; or if thils conclusion were not
reached, then the contention would re-
quire it to be held that as the statute
did not define the things to which it re-
lated and excluded resort to the only
means by which the acts to which it re-
lates could be ascertained-—-the lght ot
reason—the enforcement of the =iatute
was impossible because of its uncertainty.

“The merely generie enumeration
which the sttatuie makes of the acin to
which it refers and the ahsence of any
defimition of restraint of trade as used
in the statute leaves room for but one
conclusion, which Is, that it was ex-
preasly designed mnot to unduly limit
the application of the act; by precise
definition, hut while cleafiy fixing a
standard-—that is, by defining the ul-
terior houndaries which could not be.
transgressed with impunity—to leave It
to be determined by the light of rea-
son, guidedi by the principles of Iaw
and the Jduty to apply and enforce the
publie policy embodied in the statute,
in every xiven case whether any par-
ticular act or centract was within the
contemplation of the statute.”

Former Decisions Cited.

Disposing of the contentlon that the
opinions in the United States agi. Freight
Agsociation, 166 ['. 8., 200, and United
States agt. Joint Traffic Association, 131
U. 8., 505, exclude the right to thus reason
in interpreting the statute, the opinion

declares that -the general language of
those decisions has been subsequently ex-
plained and held not to justify the broad
significance attributed to them. The opin-
fon says:

“And in order not in the slightest de-
gree to be wanting in frankness, we say
that in =0 far, however, as by separating
the general language used in the opinions
in the freight assoclation and joint traf-
fic cases from the context and the subject
and parties with which the cases were
concerned it mayv be conceived that the
language referred to conflicts with the
construction which wa give the statute,
thev are necessarily now limited and qual-
ifiled. We see no possible escape from this
conclusion if we are to adhere to the
many cases decided in this court in which
the anti-trust law has been applied and
enforced and if the duty to apply and en-
force that law in the future is to continue
to exist. The first is true, because the
construction which we now give the
statute does not in the slightest degree
conflict with a single previous case de-
cilded concerning the antl-trust law aside
from the contention as to the freight as-
sociatlon and joint traffic cases, and be-
cause every one of those cases applied the
rule of reason for the purpose of de-
termining whether the subject before the
ceurt was within the statute. The second
is also true, since, as we have already
pointed out, unaided by the light of
reason, it is impossible to understand how
the statute may in the future be enforced
and the publie policy which it establishes
be made efficacious.”

Disposing of a contention of the
Standard Oil1 Company that to apply the
statute to the facts alleged in the bill
would cause the act to be a mere regula-
tion of production within a state and
therefore beyond the power of Congress,
it is said that this argument rests pure-
ly upon what is deemed to be the effect
of the decision In United States va. E. C.
Knight Company, 156 7. 8., 1, but it is
declared that the contention is unfounded
and has been repeatedly so held in varl-
ous decislons, citing United States vs.
Northern Securities Company, 13 1. 8.,
834; Loewe vs. Lawlor, 208 U, S., 274, and
other cases. Referring to certain con-
tentions of the Standard Oil Company as
to the statute, the opinion says:

Saved by Reason Rule,

“Many arguments are pressed in varl-
ous forms of statement which in sub-
stance amount to contending that the
statute cannot be applied under the facts
of this case without impairing rights of
property and destroying the freedom of
contract or trade. which 1is essentially
necessary to the well-being of society
and which it is insisted is protected by
the constitutional guaranty of due proc-
ess of law. But the ultimate founda-
tion of all these arguments is the as-
sumption that reason may not be resorted
to in interpreting and applving the
statute, and, therefore, that the statute
unreasonably restricts the rights to con-
tract and unreasonably operates upon the
right to acquire and hold property. As
the premise is demonstrated to be un-
sound by the construction we have given
the statute, of course, the propositions
which rest upon that premise need not
be further noticed.

“So far as the arguments proceed upon
the conception that in view of the gener-
ality of the statute it is not susceptible
of being enforced by the courts hacause it

cannot be carried out without a judicial
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BLANKETS

OPEN 8 A.M.

CLOSE 6 P.M.

75¢

. Steamed
Cleaned

They’ll

420-426 7th St.

Jiansburgh 2%ro.

417-425 8th St.

Cocoa
Door
Mats

look like
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ular §$2.00 value.

dles and turned legs.

'$2.00 Matting Covered
Shirt Waist Box . . . .

These are made of the best bass wood, covered with excelient
quality Jap matting, and trimmed with burnt bamboo, brass han-
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The quantity is limited, so be prompt.

81,50

49c¢

Well made
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at 40c.
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Bring Your Card Haitc In .

50 of the best 2

or 3 ply bristol cards engraved from your plata znc

Remember, this is for tomorrow onmly.
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:i: of the latest materials for fine gowns, etc.

% 75c¢ White Embroidered St. Gali
X Swiss

,:' 435 inches wide; seed dot. A y-d. SOC
£ A Trio of the Greatest Values in
:i: High-class White Goods Ever

% Sold Over Any Counter

:’;: The proper fabric for fine waists, dresses,
& etc.:

Z:' s50¢ 48-inch White Mercerized French

& Baliste ....o0. D85 wie SR sis s s e 0ie

% 37V4¢ 48-inch White Persian Lawn.. 250
% 37Vsc g40-inch White Sherrette........

% 48-inch White Swiss Chiffon Batiste
= The prettiest of sheer fabrics. Permanent
:5,: silk luster. Once used, always used. A yard,
‘.

L
L]

50c White Marquisette, 3%9¢

40 inches wide; superior fine g:ade; one

50c¢, 60c, 75¢ and $1.00

A Sale of White Goods

That Means Big Savings Tomorrow
50c White French Voile, 39¢

40 inches wide; fine weave; excellent qual-
ity at regular price. Another of the very popu-
lar fabrics for pretty gowns, ctc.

In a large

and will wear
about ha'f.

dren’s

S0c White Fancy Sherrette, 29¢

striped and checked designs; finished with a
linen-thread effect: resembling the real linen,

Your choice of these 30c
styvles, a vard......

25¢ White Berkiey Cambric, 15¢

36 inches wide: nainsook finish: especially
adapted for making women’s and chil-
underwear.

variety of beautiful sheer plaid,

equally as well, and cost just

20¢
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Extraordinary qualities at
Women's Short Skirts, of good
stitched tucks: lengths, 29
69¢ Corset Covers, 47c¢
ished with rows of lace,
ular (9c¢ value. Special.......
Women's Corset Covers, made of

following items:

69¢ Short Skirts, 47c¢
quallty cambric; trimmed with em-
hroidery rufle and hem-
to 21: regular 69c value. 470
Spectal....coiveiinrnsisaaiaians
Women's Corset Covers, made of
fine quality nainsook; stylishly fin-
embroldery, beading and
ribbon; sizes 30 to 44: reg-

$1.25 Corset Covers,

98¢.

fine quality nainsook; stylishly fin-
ished with rows of lace embroidery,

beading and ribbon; sizes
36 to 42; regular $1.25 QSC
value. Special................

Dainty Underwear

extremely low prices. Note the
69¢ Women'’s Gowns,
quality nainsook and cambric: low
edge and tucks; sizes 15 to

$2.25 Combination
cover: made of fine quality nain-

47¢
Women's Gowns made of good
neck and short sleeves; neatly trim-

med with embroidery, lace
17; regular 69¢c value. Spe- 47C

s e LN N W W Ny

-

Suits, $1.68.
Comblination Suit, drawers and
sook; cover of dainty embroidery,
lace edge beading and

ribbon; sizes 36 to 40:
regular $2.25 value. $ ﬂ 68
Speecial.......coc0vnevarnnns .

$1.48 Long Skirts,
$1.19

Women's Long Skirts. made of
good quality cambric; deep fic nce
of e.velet._ eml;n:'oldery;
lengths, 38 to 42; regu- .
lar”sl.m value. Spe- $n .ﬂ 9

Linen and
Towels

2-inch German 8ll-
ver Bleached Damask;
$£1.25 quality. Special.
DET FANE o sastnmcnrannins

+ Mx38 Bxtra Fine Union
Huck Towels; 25c quality,
Special, each.........ccnnvvuias

£2.25 per dozen.
18x36 Double-thread

Bleached Turkish
Towels; 13c quality, ]1 Z%C
BORCH . svnssinasavennebionssa

-8 Bleached  1Irish
Napkins; were $3.50, $3 00
Special, per dozen........ <®
f#-inch Extra-weight
Bleached Hotel Damask.
62lc quality. Special, per SOC

yara.':'.,.-e-:'.....:.\.—... carwes N
25¢

All-linen ‘Hemstitehed

% $1.75 Nainsook Gowns, o MR R b E Isipl::.:i:“"l‘ggrl's. 30¢ quality.
e Boomet PRIy RSk b ase b e
% 98¢ $1.25 Long Skirts, 98¢.
**  Another lot of those beautiful, Women's Long Skirts, made ot BIEXt{ad S_i_ﬂ‘ m“h*”_}.““.";d
% soft Nainsook Gowns: in low neck fine quality cambric; deep flounce ,m:ﬂt‘ "-‘m' ﬂg sll 0:;;‘!- C
:!. and short sleeves; yokes daintily of embroidery, lace insertion and SUC quailty. oSpecial, e ..
s trimmed with fine embroidery. lace edge: full foundation and 8 o8 wl, ;
& beading and ribbon; sizes 9 d‘}’mt ruﬂlle: le:‘m)gs. !Rl'ln 980 \::Rk’l:ll.ca;:'l'lg'd qf::cljlttc;h 511 5

o T, lar $1.75 val- 8 42: regular a value. Nap . RLLTS 0
: :}I;.to ;ll,et‘.l;gll{lll‘$ll va ..... c speclalﬁ....: .................. ? Speciad, dozen............ »

a L

2 - 75¢c and 85c¢ Values in 75c Children’s
3 l
5 t heets
: Hems itched S | |
.8:
:g. 5@
.8.
3 At 60c and 65c¢ C
o For rapid disposal will place on sale two (2) sizes Hem- 14 16xi1S-inch Children’s Parasols,
3 . 3 R > T ’ ;! made of soisette or sateen; lar
:§: stitched Sheets. These goods are made by one of the most repu SN 0 stleate or subien; Sacie

o

offer as above.

L)

(L)

% 81xgo Henistitched Sheets; double bed size. 83c
¥ value. Special ............... 1
::‘: 72xg0 Hemstitched Sheets: 3 bed size. 73c value.
 Special . ..iseeemesvaia s

& 45x36 Pillow Cases; hemstitched.

@ Cial ... ccinisases vsaasasscasaennsaseiesies .

.

00.

= i P T

table mills making sheets today, but to stimulate trade we will

65c¢
60c¢
20¢
........ 17¢

----------

ogeeteoded
24
=

$27.00 9x12-ft.
Axminster Rugs

-
L)

3

.
»

>

saeatoaloals

L)
L)

()

-
»

o Iwaenireiealeedenles;

all are good combinations of
quality, and sell regularly at
morrow . i

%

e B e 8 s B e .- . L

steitadtestaatestoitostoatostoatreds disedsalactoodealostonlsedaelodtoripdts eoelealoddoadoelodrilofedodle

Full room size, in oriental,

- $17.45

floral and cenventional designs;
colorings; excellent

$27.00. Special for to- $ﬂ7 45

P B I . s e s 8

pink, blue, red, white, linen
and hunter grecn: all have
siylish handl=s. Worth 75ec.
ST 0T A SN RS S e

i et Yo = 50¢
$2.48 Extra Size

Teatherbloom
Petticoats
$1.98

Genuine Heatherhlooin Petticoats,
in black oniy: cut exira full! through
hips; made in several pretty styles:

Pttt dedods Do oo died oo oo oo ol oD SOODD U ADIDD Gttt PPt PP DOGOOTODD S St o Pt drdodriinirds oS to bbb dodrdid

fuil foundation and
dust ruffle. Regnlar
$2.48 value, For one $ll 98
day, special....ocievnieran °
L R i e e XXXl D o, B

n of legislative power. thev are
ﬁ?ei?ii;? unsounl;. The statute certainly
generically enumerates the character of
acts which it prohibits and the wrong
which it was intended to pre_vent.

‘““I'he proposiiions, therefore, but insist
{hat, consistently with the fundamental
principles of due process of law, it never
can be left to the judiciary to decide
whelher in a given case particular acts
come within a generic statutory provi-
slon. ‘But to reduce the propositions,
however, to thig their final meaning
makes it clear that in substance they
deny the existence of essential legislative
authority and challenge the right of the
judiclary to perform duties which that de-
partment of the government has exerted
from the beginning. 7This is so clear as to
require no elaboration.
lt"(“Yet let -.us demonstrate that which
needs no demonstration by a few obvi-
ous examples. Take, for instance, the fa-
miliar cases where the judiciary is called
upon to determine whether a particular
act or acts are within a given prohibition,
depending upon wrongful Intent. Take
questions of fraud. t'ousi@er the power
which must be exercised in every case
where the courts are called upon to de-
termine whether particular acts are in-
valid which are, abstractly speaking, In
and of themselves valid, but which are
asserted to be invalld because of thei_:_-
direct effect upon interstate commerce.

Proved Against Trust.

Considering the proof and its effect, the
opinion says:

“Beyond dispute the proofs establish
substantially, as alleged in the bill, the

following facts:

1. The creation of the Standard Oil
Company of Ohio.

2 The organization of the Standard
Otl trust of 1882, and also a previous one
of 1879 not referred to in the bill, and the
proceedings in the supreme court of Ohio
culminating in a decree based upon the
finding that the company weas unlawfully
a party to that trust; the transfer by the
trustees of stock in certain of the com-
panies; the contempt proceedings, and,
finally, the increase-of the capital-of the

|products.

Standard Oll Company of New Jersev and
the acquisition by that company of the
shares of the stock of the other corpora-
tions in exchange for its certificates.

‘““The vast amount of property and the
possibilities of far-reaching control which
resulted from the facts last stated are
shown by the siatement which we have
previously annexed concerning the parties
to the trust agreement of 1882, and the
corporations whose stock was held by the
trustees under the trust and which came,
therefore, 10 be held by the .lew Jersey
corporation.

“But these statements do not, with
accuracy, convey an appreciation of the
situation as it existed at the time of
the entry of the decree below, since
during the more than ten vears which
elapsed between the ncquirinf by the
New Jersev corporation of the etock
and other property which was formerly
held by the trustees under the trust
agreement the situation, of course, had
somewhat changed—a change which
when analyzed in the light of the proof
we think establishes that the,result of
enlarging the capital stock of the New
Jersey company and giving it the vast
power to whicg we have referred pro-
duced its nmormal consequences—that lIs,
it gave to the corporation, despite

enormous dividends and despite
the dropping out of certain corpor#-
tions enumerated in the decree the

court below, an enlarged gnd more per-
fect sway and control over the trade

and cummn‘fo. in petroleum and its
L ]

Lower Court Sustained.

Coming to apply the remedy, it is heid
that ordinarily where violations of the

act are found to have been committed, it
would suffice to enjoin further violations,
but in a case where a monopolization or
an attempt to monopolize is established
or the existence of a combination is
proven, the continuance of which is a
perennial violation of the statute, further
rellef is called Tor.

The lower court, it i{= pointed out, (1) en-
oined the combination, and. in effect,

rected its dissolution: (2) forbade the

(Continued on- Twelfth Page)

AT FOUNTAINS, HOTELS, OR ELSEWNERE
Get the

Original end Genuine

HORLIGK’S

MALTED MILK

“Others are Imitatioas”
The Food Drink for All Ages

Rich Afllk, Malt Graln Extract, in Powder

Not in any Milk Trust
I=¥"Insist on “HORLICK'S”

Tlle_l_gl_e_krl.e home.

'MRES. JULIA A. RHEAM DEAD.

-

Was Widow of Former Constable of
the District.

Mrs. Julia A. Rheam, a native of the
District of Columbia and a resident of
this city all her life, died at the George-
town T["niversity Hospital this morning,
Mrs. Rheam was the widow of Henry
Rheam. who died here about two vears
a8g0. He was for many years one of the
constables of the Distriet under the old
legal regime.

Mrs. Rheam war about fiftv-five years
of age, and belonged to an old Washing-
ton family that lived here for many
years before the civil war. She leaves
one daughter, Mrs. SBadie W. Downing.
Funeral s@rvices will be held at the
chapel of the Hines undertaking estab-
lishment, 1715 14th street northwest, at
980 o'clock Thursday morning, and at
Bt. Aloysius Church, where .mass will be
celebrated at 10 o'clock. Burial will be

in Glenwood cemeterpe . ¥ e




